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FOR: MODIFIED THERMOSTABLE DNA POLYMERASE 

Mail Stop RCE 
Commissioner of Patents 
Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 223 13 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION 

SIR: 

Applicants request that the Amendment filed on June 29, 2004 be entered for the Request for 
Continued Examination filed herewith. Applicants also request reconsideration of the Final Office 
Action. 

Applicants request that claim 3 1 be rejoined with the other claims in the examination on the 
merits in view of the reasoning presented in pages 8 and 9 of the Amendment of June 29, 2004. 
Applicants urge that the Patent Office has not provided any reasonable explanation of how chemical 
synthesis would improve the amplification efficiency and/or fidelity of a thermostable DNA polymerase 
as alleged by the Final Office Action. 
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Request for Reconsideration 
Application No. 09/852,922 

Applicants request that the indefiniteness rejection of claims 4-12 and 32 be withdrawn. In light 
of the amendments to these claims, a person skilled in the art would understand the scope of these 
claims. 

Applicants also request that the written description rejection of claims 1-12, 25-28, 30 and 32- 
38 be withdrawn. The Advisory Action of August 2, 2004 asserts that applicants' explanations in the 
Amendment concerning the stucture/function relationship disclosed in the specification "is minor and 
insufficient to describe the breadth of the claimed invention." Applicants respectfully disagree. The 
Amendment explains that the specification discloses the function of the DNA polymerase wherein the 
histidine residue is replaced by an acidic, basic or neutral amino acid. The replacement of the acidic, 
basic or neutral amino acid covers the entire breadth of the claims. Thus, the explanation is not minor 
and should be sufficient to cover the full scope of the claims. Similarly, applicants submit that there is 
no legal support for the Advisory Action's reason for maintaining the enablement rejection. Withdrawal 
of the rejections under 35 U.S. C. 112, first paragraph, is requested. 
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Request for Reconsideration 
Application No. 09/852,922 

Conclusion 

In light of the above reasoning, applicants submit that the application is in a condition for 
allowance. A Notice of Allowance is believed in order. 

In the event that this paper is deemed not timely, applicants petition for an appropriate 
extension of time. The petition fee, and any other fees that may be required in relation to the filing of 
this paper, can be charged to Deposit Account No. 1 1-0600, referencing Docket No. 10089/14. 
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Date: September 8, 2004 




King L. Wong, Ph.D. 
Registration No. 37,500 
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